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ien the police and the courts had power and exer- 0 (172-5)

have a yearning for a police state, but 1 do have a
)r a state where people are safe and where there is a
Tact which involves decency ýand mutual respect
pie. We have lost that. A lot of it is due £0 the sanie
.nd that framed the original Young Offenders Act and
ot have the courage to come forward and do a full job
-37.

Milis (Red Deer): Madam Speaker, Canadians have
>ng time for this day. For years they have been
substantial changes to the Young Offenders Act.
;ay they do flot feel protected. They have asked the
to put society first instead of the criminal.

s have demanded changes and Canadians have
the meantime there have been costs. The public
han been eroded. Young offenders who have been
r violent crimes have reoffended. Ail the while
lave appealed £0 the goverrument to protect society
Dffenders are rehabilitated before being released.

rument han tabled before us amendments to the
iders Act, which it says will address these concernis.
neCnts would change the declaration of the Young
Ct s0 that its primary objective is to protect society.
cc this looks good. The protection of society should
le objective of our criminal justice system. We as
ians must ensure the protection of Canadians is

falls far short of this goal. We as Reformers will be
le bill because it does do something about toughen-
istem. Something is better than nothing. However
*blemns. The government's proposed changes are
etic. They appear to give the act a smooth finish,
e look beneath the surface we cas see serious
.ws.

>QIe of the flaws. Bill C-37 does not lower the age
Young offenders who commit serious crimes and'r age 12 are stilI flot held criminally responsible,
Crimîinal acts are comniitted by children under age

Young offenders like these ones should be included in our
youth criminal justice so they can receive treatment, so they can
learn that their crimes are flot acceptable to society, so we can be
assured they do not reoffend and, finally, so they can eventually
become productive niembers of the community. We have thechance to reform the violent actions of these Young children but
we are missing this window of opportunity.

Bill C-37 also fails in another area. It softens the law forviolent offenders under age 16. The amendments we are consid-
ering today will allow youth courts to deal more harshly with
murders. Canadians across the country have demanded that the
current five-year maximum sentence is a slap on the wrist.

The proposed changes will increase first degree murder
sentences to 10 years. In reality this translates to six years ofcustody and four years of comxnunity supervision. Second
degree murder sentences will be increased £0 a seven-year
maximum. This translates into four years in custody and three
years of supervision.

1 would argue that these changes would work to soften the lawin its treatment of murderers. The slightly higher sentences willmean fewer violent offenders under 16 will be transferred toaduit court. The changes before us today will ensure that many
murderers will remain under the Young Offenders Act.

The government argues that its amendments are sufficient. Itsays most of the murder related cases heard i youth court arecommitted by 16 and 17 year olds. In 1992 and 1993, 60 per cent
of the cases heard in youth court involved this age -roup.
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